J 

REMARKS 

Claims 2-5, 7-11 and 13-14 are now pending in tlie application with Claims 1, 6, 
12 and 20-33 being cancelled. Of these pending claims, Claims 13-19 are allowed, and 
Claims 2 and 3 stand as objected to. Minor amendments have been made to the claims 
to simply overcome the rejections of the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 112. The 
amendments to the claims contained herein are of equivalent scope as originally filed 
and, thus, are not a narrowing amendment. The Examiner Is respectfully requested to 
reconsider and withdraw the rejections In view of the amendments and remarks 
contained herein. 

Drawings 

In the previous Office Action, the drawings were objected to for certain infomiallties 
and arguments were made thereto in the Amendment filed on May 25, 2006. Applicant 
respectfully requests review of the current set of drawings. 

Specification 

The specification stands objected to under 37 CFR 1.71 because it does not 
provide support for the new matter presented In our previous Amendment. Applicant has 
cancelled Claims 24-33, this obviating the rejection. 
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Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 1 12 

Claims 5, 10 and 1 1 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which Applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 5, 1 0 and 1 1 have been amended to overcome the Examiner's rejection. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 2 and 3 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. Claim 2 has been amended to include the 
limitations of Claim 1 , thus placing Claims 2 and 3 in condition for allowance. 

Claim 11 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. Applicant directs the Examiner's attention to 
Claim 1 1 which has been non-narrowingly amended to overcome the rejection. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 1 02 & S 103 

Claims 1 and 12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Lamborne, et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,073,759). Claims 1,12, 24, 31, and 32 stand rejected 
as being unpatentable over Mueller (U.S. Pat. No. 4,878,903). Claims 4, 5 and 7-10 
stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lamborne et al. in 
view of Raulerson (U.S. Pat. No. 5,045,065). Claims 26-33 stand rejected as being 
unpatentable over Mueller in view of Smith (U.S. Pat. No. 6,286,670). 
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The Examiner's attention is directed to Claims 1,6, 12 and 20-33 wliich have 
been cancelled, thus obviating these rejections. Claims 4 and 7-9 have been amended 
to depend upon, as amended, now allowable Claim 2. Applicant respectfully submits 
these dependent claims, as well as dependent Claims 5 and 10 are, therefore, in 
condition for allowance. 

Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action and the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt and 
favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. If the Examiner 
believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641-1600. 



Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248)641-1600 

RWAR/CAE/lf-s 
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Respectfully submitted. 



Dated 





Richard W. Warner, Reg. No. 38,043 
Christopher A. Eusebi, Reg. No. 44,672 
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